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THE GAZETl’H OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


v>. ^hreMt/S2/2002- ^w fo ft 

i itH mm wik<m 

2003 4 4 tor infar) 

HiHefT TvRT mm ^ ^>ft vicTO TOT *HlcR % fcP mft ^RTT^t WftHI RPJ ^ ^ 

TOeT JTCTO 3 TOpeT tl 

1.2 ^ero tot tottcRt % Prt mft mroft ?rto rpj top* % fM ^rmra ^ Pm toto 
P^ t > 

(i) ^ Tft^ ^tect^fTTOf 3fP^cTO TOT *TTOFT ^ §3TT tl 

(ii) TOcf TR TO 7 gRT 3RJHtPp PeTTOT TOR % 3PJ*(R ^foftf 3 ^ MVHicT Tp ^sTTW $> TcP 

235% ^ cpTOT ^rr^t % TOeT wfcT E^T 7.50 WT HWlPd TOf 3Tp?> <pp 
xctcMiet oUiqR # 3fR 3TTOPcT TO Wf >eft tl 

(iii) 7}p mft TOtFTT ^ 3lPm 3TTmPcT ?tcTT t, eft <p£*R ^ftTOT % Pi^<7)^1 eT«JT 

chl^idi (totr) mt toP % «7>kui tot mft t, TOrorft ^ft 

^PeT TOR ^ TO*T m cFTRT TO TOTTO %\ 

1.3 TJrH TOR ^ ^HIH ft Pm ^JR TReTlPeT P>ft t > 

(i) ^tfeWf ft, ^fcWt ft TOT ftifteft ft ftf, TOR ^TRTOR?^ fttftt Pft ffo 

totot % prft 7.50 wr mP ftz. <rft mft Tjrrr^t toto (Pft P> to^I mg 3fR mfftPt % 
fcPt cTTg ^) MWlPcT tl , 

(ii) ftPfzft ft PePTR 3fR <sne[ra % feR 235% TOftt PfftP 1 ^ TOft 4Toft cpTOT RfrTT 2 TO 

¥ l «i i TO T ^cTefR PrH TOR Pfro TOT - 'cpf^ vJeTO ^TfePft ^ ^RT 3Tm ^fteRTR' I 

(iii) ^ vieMK ^ ^7 TOT^ Pm ^ftm ^fpRR pRTT TOeTT t m KStiw) ^Mt ^1 

uTfcft t, eft 40 TOT SrfeT ^t cMHM # ^ TO vJ^II^I % 10% 3TqpT 4 WT 5TfeT 

^ TO^t eTPJ 4R^ 4>T yWN 11 cimPt TO ^ ^7 d'lmi TOP t, 3fR TO ^ eft 

TOft t, eft mrr TOT^ ^f 40 TOT A. e. ^t mfro # TO ^tM l 

(iv) v5^K TOT TOcH % feT^t 'TOT Pt^' ^t 230% TO^t MHlRel 4?t 

cTepTFT q^Pr ^ZTm %TOT ^TTOT^ft, TOTgft eT?P TOP 4^eT 4P 

TOM tl 

1.4 itt ^ TRft mrgsff % fcT^ Reicl^R 7 I mmft q?t gpfta^T eipel #, TO TO ^T mt TOTTOPT 

TOTO MiPicp^ip % mi mgfPr Pro % I 

2. TOT t ^ TfPT TOTT * PTOfteT ^TRt ^ ^ % fcT^t 3 TPtRtT) TOTO TOTOTO TO P^eT 

^p-pcRR ^ P^TT pRTT t i %T^ PrPT TOP ^ PTOR P#f cftR ^ TOT PcTRTT t, ^ ^ ^ M % ■- 


[TOTIII—RT*g4j 
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(i) HB l fad RR TOd ' R T # TO R#t 40,000 # 50,000 RR 2 Hid dFIdt RR 

w dRTdR 3#fod tl ^d# m% pr viU«M hRihis 56.05 zm RRR ^IoRtp 
?TRT d? (TOdlfid TOR-#^ TO#, # RR RR> TO#, R#RR RR #R PR TOfr ^) ^ 
3#fel tl 

(ii) 50,000 RR %> w RtddTR % ddleTR % fe# M^HTF dWT 7500 AhRn'CRT Rt 3nq*q<*>ai 
#ift - 3ffR Fd HR>K TOR-#^ qjIHHIx 3ifW cT#R RRRRTR-RtRt % le# 3ff^TcP ^dRTR 3TRdR 
<3Rd«T #tl 

(iii) TO# Rt R#TTR TOTT# % 3T^TR dPJ 180.66 dRR R# Az. Rt ^dRT 3 M*dlfod TO# 
^7rBT # W d-RldR R>1 dFRT (d#R^i Rt TOdTI % fe#) 98.83 RfcT ^.TO ## I 

3.1 pjlufRd RRfM Huilcft cfc 3^dRd 3 Rfaf RdR ^ % Mtai4 Rt yfcrfeffa dR# # n R# % feT^ 

#€ s 3R #t H 1 /R# NdM ' Hl-rtT r a ft % HfclPlfa #RR# Rt R# s# | RR# IB RR dTdRT ft*R 

TOR t > 

?*Wt frffccT ftlffiR dft#d (WTO) feTfa^ 

(i) WR Bid RR TOdTR d# fe?TT # RdTRT TO RBR % afR R^Hdl Rt # #*Tt 
## cb l R f Hte l 3fR ^ftR## ## R##t #d R?t dmt t 3TT R#RT I 

(ii) ## Rt RTfFRT Rte t TOfeB #TOd % fcT^t ^R #t & TO TO# t # RB#1 TO faRTO 
RdRT xflMl 

3Tdrf#RdR (RMRRTR) 

(i) #€ Rt R#RTR A RtmfcRT RdJ3Tt % fo# dRR TO#-dRRRT % ^R#OT RR TORTR d# 
RR^TT RdRT tl 

(ii) R# % RRTR> Rt RJdTOd cfR> A\£ ^ RR^3Tf RR HI el RfRTeR #c1l 8R, RR^ ^sRcf: 
R^RR RR^ % RRTO Rt€ R^t R? RtcldTR ^RT W I RTR^B RRRTTR ^ TO# ^ MBlftd 
RT^t# ^R^RR % itol RT f^RTTO M #RT ( Fd RR ftRTC R# fc^JT TO tl 

(iii) RR Rt R# TO# Rt^ Rt TOTR % BTRR R?t TO# R# t TO# I TO# 

RR# # RF# R# §-c^R) TOTR# # R# Rd% R# t TO c# f##RT dR # TOTdR % 
feTR |>f^ TOTR R#RR RR RRRR #Rd RdRT Rfftt I 

(iv) ^ RlcfHR % (t# t) #*) #TOR % fe# TO? dRTRT d# RTdT RdN TO f^RT 

d#l 

(V) TORT #cT*TO, 0feT# t TOT RtcfHR, RRT^R RTO TO d#T RR RdTTR #RTO % 

#TOd % fc# dfcl^Tt> #RTOT d#Rt Rt BRTO f^t f^RT 40 dRR R# 4.R. R?l RR> 
3TR#RR TO# RTOf^T R?t dT# tl t Rv# RTcJ RR ^Pl# % #TOd TO R# 
vJHI# TORRT dPJ R>^dT 11 

(Vi) TOTR % fe# R# TO# TORRT dPJ Rdt % dR#d TOdTR TO TOR dR d R#, Rf^R 

A dRfield TOR d# RRTO % R#Rld % fe# dPJ TO# ddRRT % dTR-dTR dR# dR 
t fcTRTR fcRRT dTRT Rift# I 

d4*ft ff^RR TJTO Rf^HH RjIMI^VH fci#^R 

(i) f^ R | # t ^ T TO# RR Rv# Rt RxTH Bid Rt f^RR^RT RR TOTcT t, aflR F# Rd4 
%RT dTRl 
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(ii) & V* vPTTt % 3TcW ?RT77 W%*r3 38.60 ^7 ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ I^TRT 3>7 S^HId f^RT Rt 4 R T f^RT RR | Rt & ^ TJTjtR ^ 

farmer jpttR 3 ^ # rto - frrcrcr wr hfr ^ ^ gfo 

\JcMiqcr>cil <^lft 3 Wfft TTBReTT faRR I 

(iii) TcR RRT !*7f47/R7^7cR/£Rt ^ft, RRtR R Rfc^R 4ft ^t}|5 3TTW 

^ <ac11 ^ 3 '1^' ^f> 1 RfReR, 3fR 3 R 3Tf£R> 'p>' % fR4 2 RRr>;) - eRf 

erm ^it arf^rRrfj % I Mem^f ^rfr ^fr 5t^tt ^ ^fr ^rm 

- R TirTTcR HWTePff 4ft efFTef Rri^RT R <JR #ft, 3*k Ri^tW RRl TIc^J 

^TRTR^TR ^l<;M ^%7ft | 

(i) <Fft % fR4 ^77^ WcHT ^ <f>*ft <f>7 WT RTTT cR ]J?t774 wR 

3T7?7R7R 11 

<Tfae7 R**? 3ffqj SffaR (RRRft) 

(i) ^WRft ft <[>fft 'JwK % *T7o7 TfcTTcR % fRft ^77E?t TRtJdl cffft % x^ TffPT RTTT % 

WP3\Q 3>T Wtffo f^RT t 3fR W7 t fft> ^hR fftRd 4ft 1TOT Rr^TT 3fR ftftsft 

I 4>l 3j Rd 6*1*11 I 

(ii) Rft - ftlciHld 4>7 tRttcR i(iRtcr> ^WTftf ITffl 4RM RTcTT t R R dHId ^d'd l dd foRt 
^ ftfcH/TEft 47 fRft ftfcTC ft ^tcTT t, cR \JTlft fttft ^rRfaft ^7 +|^|4| ^ ^71 xTTf^ | 

(iii) W?M 3jR 3TR fftqjaqR We4> 3 ftl| fftRcl fttft ft % ’$t*§ 4> ft | v5 M’-HIt^I 3?t 

^ ^leild ^7 Rftlfa ft?R % Rf^ ^ 3fR 3TT^d ^ ^rfeRt ^ 

^TR % feT^ Tt^ gKT W MWlRd 7.50 5TRr efft 

3 ’H^lleicl Oieiivf % feT^ 'jft 7RR W RrfR | 

f^ %^TH ^hR 3Tfa> R^PFf (TJlRfRft) 

(i) i\t ^ ^H^TPia# % 3PJ&T % 37RR W ^>R \JdTR Hdldd % feR) ^7T^ ^7 

^RtTR R-^7 11 

(ii) ^ ^H7 ^IdHIel t Rt WTft 37^ ^ ^ RmtcT Ftcfl ^T t cRTTft 

^ 3TR qfef ^ 3fR ^ m %, ^Ttf^ Ttel ^ ^eR7 ^ ^ 4 Hd l dH 

cITW 3TRR? 11 Rm TtdHIel ^7 >HdleH ^ ^ ^ FlcTT ^?7 t. qt dH I d cprt ^ 

^^RlcT tFTTT Wlf^ I 

(iii) ^ 40 W7 57fcT Az. c7>) # ^ 7TW vJTf^t ^ 3T^Rf^>d ^Jcft ^ 3R% 

TT^T *TC OTH f^^TT 11 Mlftic^uf R 37^57 t fcF ^TPF ^ Rl’^ld wRd ^ 

W ^TR) % ^R ^ 3R% T?R 4TR JTfrR^T ^7 4)|4^rj) 4 TiHl^f cfR, 3fR ^R fcF 
^77 vTRf[ RTTW7c7 tl 

(iv) R€ cR R€ ^r ^iPdd 77^>R 4? MldHId 4? fR4 ci^HH 4? ^t«F7 % fcT^ ^ 

cznw 7 Rt 774 TTTf^m 4? TTT7 5R^T 4RT7 cfT^j ci^HH TOI 4 R4R 

SRFTfcTm 4R v5T7 Tf% I 
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PrP efffvfffe <f> WftZe fcifac^ 

V& p?t f^pfrpfr pft s)mm % i 

4»t«P ?ra»^T Pvrfe^T 3RTtftTp*TP 

(i) 7mm ^ id ^ ^pt % s>ws wgw ?p? ^rt # sm bHt pp*t t, sfr? 

^TfeTzf ^TT# 3 H^xIlRel Wtcft «JIHK % fePt 3flV ?TM # ?psj xt^ tfrf % f^ p^tjr 

WfleT BPft I 

(ii) id B^F ^TPcRff %^TTSTxmtc^, PPT PTc* PTeT ^TcH % PPBR P>T 

^ ePll4 3ft? <*JIHK % feRt fcRW p? 3BPR pv£ | 

(ili) ^ ^ 3Hft%F?H % ffepfWr pft c jt$mn % 0fcpfr i pt ^ 

% ?M ^RUT p? jp^ pjpy f^f ^| ^ 40 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

WRTt^T ?ft & ^TT^t tft ^T: PP P^t RTP pptft> pf^ tft ?tPT PPPT P^f P?t PH ?£t 11 
(iv) pR ^lq % fePt P<H$ P>P PR^ Si] M'Wlcj. ?p?t ftPTT i \J3TPT PPT PRP 11 pt eiPTet p?t 
BT5TT - 3RjfeT ‘PlPell ?s|? Ref pff vTT^ % cpl^l pfef pp ?TBB gPTPK PpT^ % feRt 

Sft Wft S^H P>t PR Sad Si] 5TCBTP ftpf RTeTT ; if PB 3Tte vjfrpT BfetT I 

3.2 vJtrItT) WrtrPT3ff ?t 5TTRT ft *ifM 'Pftg tpT ^PBT % ?R i} ^ PrR RJRT pft 3T^fteT P>t ptf | 

4.1 BR 3 ^TgrT7 ^PPT# ^ PrPT RRT 3 4 fcpPR, 2002 pft eft ptfl ^frT) PRPT# % p*RPT 

1%R JR#PTT eft ptf :- 


Pth rtp 

(i) ^t^TcTf ^IdNId ?t Bt^ 31 el H^qp.% ^vRXf| ^ f^^et 10 i JSWS^f ^>T ^pcfTcR 

sd\ cjjkcTT imm id s?] isti % ssvs m mrs ss ?mreR ^rbt ?m 

?t XRT ^ I 

(ii) K) BB BRT Sidf t % BB ?M ^fhRxrr/^tft % fM BBTRb ?ft & TRy yj^TT^t % 

srj^PT ^ ^Mt ^rr? w^pt wti 

(^) wf^t WT ?tBf i ZSi mfZSi ^ BTef ^ WT^/^cRT^ % fcT^ BB ?ft & TR) 
■^R) ^>t RcR«TT cf>ycl 11 B#lcT^ BP 40 WJ 5ffcT i.z. % ?ft TR) JTPR efFJ 
4>^ct t, fvTB^ ??t xpB PP) cpH'liyj pp(fc)^ 11 

(iii) pf^ PTRr/^tft JfPTePT % fcl4 PPPRtrjf p>t epp^ep BP PR^ f^, eft BP ^W?Wt % fcT^ 
3TcPT ^ f^RPTT 5TPR el * I lei 11 ^ PPTeft i ^fft & pxp PPT^t P? f^Rft X$Z efft ppfcT P^t 
vrTTeft I 

(iv) WT ^ i PTeT P>t WTf/\?eRlf % fePt PW?xrft pp ^pjef %PT uTTeTT t, cIP ?ft 
PPj \JPT^t P? ^ ^ ^ P>t ?P7IPPT P? BP toR c^ | 

(V) vJPT^t ?Rxpn % gpftaRT % fePt cPTW 5RPTP tSR PR^ Si] PPP W^t 11 RTRft P^BR P?t 
27 f^PP?, 2002 pft Bt ?^t i BP 3TPPT PRPTP P^et P>t SReJeT cp^t I BP PBTPxR 
P^eP? PT^fPR^P ^ ar^R PR^ f f^ PB 5RPTP 3T5^PTst JReJeT PR^ % fM B^f 13.1.03 
ef Si Si] ?TPP ^ I 



6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartIC—Sec. 4] 


dftcT 3TTd> d>FRf 

(i) Fd dddTd dd WTcT d># £ I 

(ii) drfd RTR dddd TrdTcTd % feT^T d^RT grT> MdfcRU| cjft ^jftlf^d d^ft I y^od) 

dT<M ^cnjcT RcRSIT dd 3Tdddd d^f Ft Tfddft I 

(iii) dTdTd %deT ftfcRt 3 ^ MldHId % fcftf tl ^ W ^TRT % dRT ded> ^ \3dTTd 

3TTd>ftd dRft' efft ^ 3T^t TTHIcHliJ # I dTTd ^TRT M^dt> £ dF Rilled ded> d^J3Tt dft 

tft ddTd dR% *R fcdTC d^M ' 

♦is m ^Nr 3TR> d>T*Rf (dd^fRfrjTRj) 

(i) 3m$ drfd RRT dd ITRTTd *4)d>|4 11 ddlft F?Rt Rt dFT JRToTT d£?T t dF t Rdd dctdTd 

vFTfift TTCddT dd C2JTW 

(it) eFTT4t ^tfT dTcft dftdl dt^ FRT eft dfftt dTcft #R3fi % ^Td^ #ft drflt I 
4d4 FTv5)Tr ^yrfe>Fr ST'hIRii'^M ('ffRffrjddd) 

(i) Fd 5T?dTd dd TdFTd dR^t f I 

(ii) TTFd # dcfdTd ddTift TRddT dft 3RTdfM 4! ^ ^ RR I 

(iii) dt*RR/^|4?ft d? 4 dfcf ft.F. dft dF d 1 ^ ^TT^t fte$d # WH d# t1 

(iv) WTvTd d?pd> dTfadRR dldd % f^RT rR dd 3 [RrR dFdT^ ^ ftdR d>$ I d?£ dt€ 

FTdT cftFdT 3?HR cFTT4 drift % dTdct ftdft dft £l 

^WIH ^4dd 3TTd> d?FRf (d^ffaft) 

(i) dRft dFcT % dt^ ft Rcfdd dd ^5d dtdd dT ddleH dd ^dftdd dfld efldcf ft 
deleft I rfti drfd RRT fftefdH % dTd ft) ddTftt dft ^pft d^rfrl dftt dlR) d# ? 

(ii) ftdd Tratod ^ ^r dddd 35% 1 dTd^d 235% ^3drft dR 

d# d?t d4t 11 

(iii) dcfdTd ^ TfTddT dFTdrld d^F dlf^m FM dl^jRld d# t i 3FT: dF 31^111 

(iv) ftd| drfd RRT FM FH TFR eFTT^ ^flft dT^ <Jd? dRR f4ddd Rd5^ ^ d# f^4 # - 3^ 
dd^ 3fcf?TdT I 

(V) ddT^t ftdddl % ^dftadd % fM dFTdrTd ddjcd> MlRt^^uj ^deT RTdd> TFFdld dd l^dR 
d^ I ^4dd> ftTTT d^Fft^T d# dj^5 FtdT, cfd dd> ^ d4 ddt % feT^T fl^fff ^ f^t ^ 
dTdTd d? fcPdR d fcJRT RTdl 

^wt 3HhIRhi{sh (^fMtd^d) 

(i) ftdf drfd RTfT FNT F3 t 4 d4 Fd dRd dd TdFfd dRct ^ Fd ^ 3TTHF dR^ # 
3dRt^d ^dT3ft % feftr ddR d eFTT^ I 

(ii) d^d> % nHIHRT R^fRd % TFR drfd RTR % ^dl^t TRddT % RTdcR ^dft4RT % 
dTdTd 3R^T d^ft dft dTRdT ^ft sft I 3Td dcR Fd $ dft^ «Ul4qi^ d#f ^ vt! 
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^ Ifoi *€\*& XJvfeFT 3RTtftR7FT (^ftxj^RTj) 

(i) ft c^t wrt wtft ti cisuft ftri JFgm ^ wm #ror)f ft> are? ftt4 1ft 

^ i xfrf ft ^ f^mr 4 ^ tter 4>r4<n^ t r ^tt jRfcr r# star i 

(ii) FT OTTT ^FTTtt ^R^RT % cjoj 3Pftsj t, cTTfa TPTR 3ffc 3RI^ 5H7R 

F^l4 vTT 'Mch | 

^#9fl §‘fe*H ?pR 

(i) mwn cpi wrt 11 •rt Mid Ret xfr£ ark ancjjfe #n I 

(ii) vFrnf) 4 Wtcft % src 4t wr rrt wtt ^TTf^cT ?Ptti wr ^TRT 4 Slf*re 

eTFTcf <^gd XRRT 11 amWlcW ^Taff tR # & ^ ^TT# pTCRR tt 4TO> 11 

4t.<JeT. TJ^ 4T«Fft 

(i) FTJTC^FF^T WRT4^t tl 

(ii) 5Rjccp ft topm cR^arf ^1 ^tr - <tf ^fcRt ft m ^f> ft i 

RTcT ^TTcTRlcT aTRjf^T fttft\ I 

(iii) xfrf ffft OISTra ft> >HdleH % fetft fl^Rf ^Tf) M'qfa>RI c£t ^PlRxtfc! ^ft\ I 

Iftftti gfifr l ffefrH RT^ fcHftc^ 

(i) ' WT RRT 3c4> 4f ^TRTRTTrf aiwf^cT W? ^TCkTT 11 cRTTpT ^T 4ldRld % f&ft arte 

<f>THMRl' 3iN;?ijcf)cii ft^ft I Iti eft Ppjft ^Pr<t>l 1 tT€ $1^ ft 01+1 ^y*) ar^rfcT 441 
znfftft i PrU srfWt cpt arj^rPr 4^ w ^ ^ sptr ft\ 3RT 11 

(ii) \3cMR RcT ti-cnell % fer4 MrM XRf> H<^M U 1 ^ff> RlPlpR ^5f Plf^Md <*>^1 
TUfeft\ 

(iii) T TrFT rrt wit ?t4 ^5T t •esrf^ ^nf^n I 3 rim> 'dffld ?t 7% 

^ft yR TRTT eFTTcfR ft #&RT ^ ^TFft Rl%4 I 'FTT^t ^f>\ ft\& 6^111 

4.2 ^tgrfj ^d ' 4 Tj 4 ?R f3TT «TT f^> ^4^ WR RRT ^ RTcT-yidlcH % fef4 

q^fc>?n i ^T4 cf>t M'KIlfo'd ^T amTR, W W 'FTT^t ft> 

ft dMe rer 4>yi41 ^tt 4 ^marf 4n Rkr anR % «rr^ ft v$> ferter m^n i wr rm *4 

^ 4t ^reTT? eft Tpft f^ 4F 13 UH4^ , 2003 cR) MldHIei TOI 4=4 aTT^ xr ^ % 

^Tftarw % fer4 ^ rtw mtctr ^ i 

5.1 ^4^ WT RRT 4 fertor M'Kjfcl t, 6ranr4 ^ t > 

(i) M<^qu| cfR cjr^- ^ wrftn£\ xpft t, afft arw ^?t f^fr^ Pi^la^Rt 

4 xfrf % vdR4 Pi Mid wtft ^wr ti PrPrrI ^ % Pi4 

fvjfcHT RrR x^rfcRuj ^ 4F cRot % feRT MplM^ t, R^TTPr 4? 

4) 3^R 4R #MT # Rtt, W Rtf ^ ^kH i ^T ^NT 3T^^T % 

4jKU| m) dw 3R4 Wr Pfv4 wft f^Tpr ft "ftftzT Rtr ^ R^dl 1 
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(ii) TElftcT 47744 ^Tft 44?T7 t? Mid Hid 44 7341744 4>7t 4TR 3TR tftf % TIM cTFTcT feHT 47 
3TRTftd t, 3ft7 Att t? fchHKI ^Tvrf^^f 4t Tf^HIR TT4T44T 44T% % 44R t? 734 t f^T trj 

1 1 ft*iK9iHCC«M 4ft 3fl7 ^c^Rh 4ft A f?ft 474T4f 4t TidleH TTFTcT E4T4 t eft f4 
74R ^4Ttt 4t ^rRFT ^47T4T 47 3T2jfa 7.50 7>44 4ft Az. 47dlftd 4>t 4tt tl 

(iii) Mld^id t? fcit tM f4? 4t R umt ^nrn t, ft?7 tf 4T?4, ftT4 %re 34ft t 

^TTefr 34% 4% f^rtcT % Rt 7T474T3ff ^ f%44% t? fcT% ^?4R % 734 % 4ft W^\A 

(t% 4 ^ 44 ? 4?tw7) c A Az A trid ft?4T vsttctt tl 4 tt 4R 4% %74t ^4 T^^rra % Tfft 
T iV'H'< u l t? felt 4 4ft %.4. 4% 7% 4^ 4^ vj4||^| cfTF MTdN ftRT tl 

(iv) 4Tft4?7W 4% 7R t % ^44 dM'HWl 4% 4%t 7f4T 44T4 4tf 4% REft, 714 fcfr^ft 4447 44 4%t 

47J74? 4 fcRT vrrnr I 4t7T4Tcl 7ldleHcf>d| Wft % 3147431 R4 t? feT4 47 

TPTrf^er 235% zmA 74% % 44% 7.50 WJ 4ft t.e. 4% Hid I Rid ^Tltf % tM 7?44 4ft 
Az . A\ 4^ 4^ ?J4ltt RT^t RR, 3fR HTdlRld ^4ltt 11.50 W[ 4ft %.4. 4% ^441 

5.2 ZW ftf % 3TcTT4T TTfrf? 7^447% % ftft^T 4ft ^#13^ t? 7T4T7t % R414 % %tR 47H RRT A 

%FT feRf&RT tf f :- 

(i) RT44? 47744 FTTcf 7PR Hddlftd d4ltf 474? % TTRfeET f?ft >374T4 4% %f 4414 4>7t % 
7#%t tf .473. ^T714ft % 3R%T 47 ftdT7 ft?4T RFRT | 

(ii) Art 44^7 #r?t t, ^ 3 f^sft ^TRf Rt arjRfci AA A> Ti^^t A> 

3v$tw RT Ef^TR ?#RF> 3T9TTfcT afR Wfl T[4 ^RFfeR FTR^ ^ TFFRT ^3dTd Wf 
TRkTT 11 EtcRlcT TRleR WlA dTeT dR^Tt ^ TRRT % ^R ^R, cpf^R, 

3?Tf^ ^)t! cFRi ^ f%vift d 1^14>1 4^1 TTFTR R7R4R cT&% ^ efT% ~$A At£ old’ll 

tl f^bd^ld Mtl EtcRTcT 4>t 3TT4R4 kTT ^ Wf A> feR W¥T FltET 11 3EEft 
f^Rtd eRT^ ^ feR 3TR?44> FT Rel Rt4R ^ R4RR 4RT^ 47 ftxTR 4?7 
7T4kTT tl 

(iii) 4F 4t€ ^TIT WT 4t^ t f^Rlt RT4744 kTT 47 3}RlRd 4WTT7 7RRT 4^fcT ¥J^i AA, zA\ 
ff%4, ^4ef ff%4, 44ieft fit>4 ^Tft Rfftd ^ReF 4344 TC 4>t I fteRR % 7FR 4)4dl^l 
7RRT ^ 4R 4tt 3t7 TPReR 4^ft, 41^14^74 RTft eft RT4 t f4 3TR 34417 
TTEBt eRlt 4^1 

5.3 4TR RT7T A ?7T 4lte7R 7t 4? A\ 3Tf7t4 f^4T t % 4? 3Tdft4 W % 774 t MWlRd 47t 

4^1 3RRR4 A, cfrlt) f ft ^?4R TRTeR 44 4dt 1 6 ftTR7, 2002 A 7J7) tt 71% I 

61. 4>74T tl 7144 tt4T % 44JecF % 7TRT7R ^M?R A TRttd 4>l44l^ t tdt 47H 

^fTTT t 4^ tl 3TTRT7R ftRT 34 ft? 4M TRTeR 4RI7% 3IR 3fl7 R4 t> 3TRT7 47 TDft 47f3lf % feT4 
FET4 ■dRltf 7T7BF4 47dlftd eft RT4tt I 4xR RT7T A 3Tf#T ftRT t ft? TflRRtf^f ^17T tf Rlt 4Tet 
‘344 €|14’ ^4T3ff t? felt 74?T4 47744 44Tt Rlt 44? 4^HM dRltf Rlt Tilt 7F44 I 

6.2 Ami 4TFf RI7T t? 7TF4R AAm 4T4^ t 4lftd ft?4 5 31^47, 2002 t? mA 3TTtR A 4Tto?7t4 
t Ami 47R RI7T 4?T 3R7tR 4TR dtf ft?4T 24, 44fft? Ami 47R RT7T % HlcMId 7T4TcR 44R ^ TTtftd 
^ffuf rR % ftdT 47744 47 ft4T7 4?74T 7T44 4# 24 I tdt 47H RT7T eft ft^ 44 ^ ft? 3TTt?T 4t 

R eftd 4tftf t? 3R7 q^HH 47 777441 t? RT44? f^ffaFT t? teT4 47744 t I ^77 7T44 t tdt 47T4 
^471 t ?TcT tf t (13 R44t, 2003) 47744 ft41 tl dft<7?T7 4t 47ft 4tf 47T4?t 4ft44T 44 3Tf4TeR 4?7t f4 
^34? 47744 47 7444 4^e4? 4T4R % 734 A chltqi^l 4>f 44 Ttf 11 




7. ^ ch(4^r^ % <^kH TOT ^ TO* % TO 1 *} ^ f^fcf TOT% 3TR?t t > 


(i) xttpt ^rm *n m^kim toto *r toj Mta*iid TOiTOrof srf*Rj> ^ TO^m jptr 
cfR *>T t cTTfa ^ TO TOT' c^IMK 3TO?f 3fK 3TTcfifaT TO ^fa I *>tTOTT TOTO 

qtfcftatowfc, ^ tot tow TO^far to* % ^ ^ttft % totct ' 

^gpqrft-q? f I XTfFT * s^FT TO TO ’ft TO* f*TOJT t fa 7.50 TO* tffcT ^ HWlfar 

\=PTT^t TO vJTO* cj^HH vi*ll£l TOTOT ft vJMd^J ^ddd TO ft 3fR TO TO nYdl ft 

^tl TePT ** cTFlcT ft geHT TO* % TO H>Fdlftd ^ft ft I H*diq TO *t?* v5M Wlrpiart % 
f^T ^qieR HTO TO TO*T ft. ^T tflf^TOTO eft 3TTOT 3T^fttTO **T* TO* ft TOR^^TO 
cnfo’ii^ Htftd d^l fttftt I 

(ii) ?2 rM ftn aMnanrft ftaft aft t ft w na m an ^tw fnaiantam ft* aa> sn 
y^ l d ^ [frtn a n ftnT am) I fttnnfttn ft af ftt vseftea ftai ft ft nmftt ft anftftt ft 
^IT? fcarfaftn anara aft aftft nraftt aft ft nantti af gai fttn ftna wcflcT aft ftn, 
^ftf% fft *3ann aft ftft ^rr^iT ft ft) mft ft, at naft atft aft atftfftn amm wtrt a>aft 3 
-tH@IiltTI ftftt 3fta MlcIHId 'tixjicH H ^e^ft an <t6c1< Rtsecftqftc ft Mil'll I h)(£ aft M^iiRld 
H^cgi ft Wlcft ifftifl ftftt ftt fftftft ft amaa i+'HH PlR'dcT ftt aftf fttnil aftfft far 
^RPI ’& 3 I^ ’ITR ^IRT epft ddtld HtWft fidleH ftdl ^t tl 

w^t wcri % atw 'gRftaror ^ T Rrar ana aim ^ (m«cI nrapa 
nntaa a>t af^tr % naa ma^ snarl fn aitona sm f^talRa naa #ar an 
araa a>a^ fj ttaf ana ntm ^ ftn ft 3 (13 naaft, 2003) aaift nmaT % nan 
nntaa % ftnt anna £ fear ti #> anmaft a* ana?) afsBaT an arna an^ fa ?n 
anna an araa an^aift att an nft % ; af anna sricra ftan-fta?) a^ ftia anna 3n% 
aa> 3 fta naa antaT I aft a^aia anna aa na? ntfta naar t, at an^ fft aana 

amafta an% % ana Rtn % aarn aa aftfn srr ftai i ^ »tt anaaaann fft aa 

anaa> ua^g na % aa> atn % na fft anna % ftnj ara ai^atftn ftft nft aT^ ant tBi 
aa ^t a na (ana a^fatf % ftft aaift airaat % fa^tsm % nra) ftnn m nann 11 

(iii) a^angfu aatam arann aft aaatanafi ata % natf ft aft ft aarar t ft aft % 

xnM anarr anft aft ?nn antft ft afet naftn ftataaftf ft nfta an ftftnn ftnn ti 

nw €t ftft ft a? ftt 3 n«aran ftar % ft an ftam ftna ft. aanr ana a^angni aatann 
vjnem anrft % ftft aftas * l ftfttft) ft fn am aa ft ana ftwaT t ft nft anan % 
afta amft % fta ana ntm ftanm fts aa mg efftnn ft ^an an aft % \ a? 

ana nnn 5 Kt nft ftm ft aarai a>an tl sftan % ft ana ftnr aatann 
'jvgro amftai aft fttftat ft ^fft anata anan ft* afta ftar i . 

(iv) ftm antar aaT t ft ^nft ft 235% ft 7.50 w? aft ft.a. ftnftt anttftt aftftft a«n 
■ana ftft' aftftansft aa 230% % aaft aft aqftt aa ^nn - snft ffft aana aa 
aftrnn ftnraa anaan man 180.66 aft ft.n. ^ aftaia aa ft 98.83 naa aft ft.a. nas 

am fttftt i fnftft an aift^nn ftnf ana mrn % ?a annat aft arffttaa % an ft 11 

(v) anna an aa? sna nsa> t ftt & aa> naifttl sfftann naatnnaft ft ?n narftt an ami 
ftftn ftnt tl aafttftt ft aftam ft af naftt ftar?n mft a a aarft r anft a n aft(a ^ 
annft eft ftt ata ^ ti IpP an anftarft fft nnna aa naift ftatRn ^aft na? fttfftn t, 
3tm aa^aft ft ftaftn aanit an ftaftan na?aroftatanamnt, araanjftnaift 

*KtHT % <A\vtf> 
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ft> fepr PTR WFT P>T PPdTP fcMKi4 feTOT RTftPT I Rft TfP) PTPPRT ftft ft 
PPTeRf PP #[ ft, PTR RTPT ft PW fftlT t fa ftft pft ft5 TJP> ftftF ^PW P>PRT 
t 'ifK 3PTft feR 40 PRP ftft ft.S . pft IJPI WT\$ PPJcT ftt Rift 11 PP vTfftTT t, P? 
PRTft % fftft ftft ft cTFTcf c[fepftp ft 3RTPft^ PP*fttP>P<P pft fftPT tl fftp ft, P? PTR 
PTRT P#P P? pftPR ft cTPJ PPTP t ftp v3PTft Iftpft ft Pfftftp PP fftpTP WI Pfftlftfft 
pft ^eT eTFR fftftft PPT pftft PTPR Ppg R1PTP % PfftfcP ft FRT pftR I SPTfcTP ftft ft.U. 
40 W[# ftspp> wft PPJcT PIpft ftt pftPR PPT ftjff PTR RTPT pft W¥1 ftft ft 
^nfcRT ^ wttpI ft> prpft ft RTft pppft P>t sRTftft ft RTft 11 3Teftftp> PTiPPTft ^ 
|P 4? P^Sf fftPT RTTTT t 1ft> ftft WTTft % PTPft ft ft fts PPT wft P>t pftpR pp ft 
fftft 3T^Pfft ft ?PT PTfftpRR S17T ftft PPI# ft ft Pft ST^Plcr pft PTPT WIT I ft P^ 
pp> OTft ft PTPcRT ft ftfftp ft pm RPft PTPPPT % RTPP) ftfRm eft pftpft % 
PP> PR ft> PoP ft ft RTftt I 

ptr rtpt ft pM ftppftpj^ft fftr ftft wnft pp ft ft ft> vjprft % p^p 
ft 4 w[ pfo ft.E. P^trft pp pprp fftn ti ftm fftr ftft ptr rtpt ft pftfapp fftRT t, ftft 
pft^ ^PT§ >5PcPEI P^f P^ vpi pft, kt ^PI PP# pfcRT I PTBP PT PPP^pft ^ 
^PTlft 3TRft t eft PPPP 3pf^ % fefft Pft Pft\ PFPte pfW Pft PrPW - PP tff WPP 
ft - P? fftftpp ftPTP/P^ft fcFft PpTPToT pft PPP PTPT PP 4 PPP pfcT ftp. pft 
P^cft % fepp ftfPJW ft PPTPfk 3TIPR Pftp fteTT %\ ^ fp^fel ft PP PT^TPTPP ^PT WT ft 
P?TP WFT ^T PPePP PTP^P PTPPT 11 P? TRP ftPT f^ 3PP PP^^ft % WT ft ftftt ft 
f^TfcT PPfeRT ftft, ^PTPft ft vftp cpipcp gpftOT % PP> PTP ft> WT ft ftft I 
(Vi) PPPtPPft ft WPP? ft ftPlffteT PIMM % fcTP ft ftft ft kPTPft PP pft PTP Pft tl fftp PP 
3TT*pmP % ST^PTTP PrTP ^PTP ft PPP? ft PPlfeld 'OTil ft> fftp 3TPTP pftfamp eTPJ 
fc^PT t ftp cpippj gpft^pp % PPdTP ft fcTP PfPTeTP PPTP eft p=rp pp HWlftcl ft 11 
PWlRd pft pft PPTftw Pfft PP PP t, PTP^f PTPft ft PJ*> ft Pf ^TftTft % PP> PTP 
% PPf ft ^PT ftPT ftft ftPT PWT P?ftcT PfttPPP pft fftP W WdT I 
(vii) ^73 \3Pftffpft ft PPTepff % feip fftft ftftft ft 3T^pfeT ftft PP ST^PtP fftlT t! PP PWT 
fti PPTTPP ft ftftto 11 P? PTftopP ftft ppmfftp? PTPft ft igpPT Pft PTftPT I ftft $, 
pjpp pfftrp pftto ft Rfcip ft ft (ftfftp pftr) ftw pp praiPT tl w 13P t % 

pjftxTTft PTP&PF/ftft PP PPTeP ’PTP fftftp % fcl^ PT^tP PPTP PP PPTPT PPT %! 3TcT: PP 
PTte^JT ppf PTPP pPT PPfft ft ’PTPT pft PlftPT - Pft PTcFP ftftp> PFP ft ft^ft fP 
P%kT pftpTft pft/PPP PP PPcPI PP fftf^RT PfftPFT ^IPT t! 

(Viii) ftPT P^ft ft PPTPT PPT ft, ^PT PPdTP PP uft?P t c[ft WTTP PTIPTP ft 3ftp 3Tfft^P 
PTPPT I ^ft ^PT prpft % fcTP ftdt PTR WfT ft 3TPft PPPTTP ft ftp fftpppft PP 3Fjftp fftp 
tS PTR RTPT PTPT Pjfftd 3 TTPPPPkP ft ft^ft |P pftft ftPP PP 4 PPp Pf% ftp. ftt P^ 
PP> TRlft ftWP 3PPPT PTR RTPT ft) PPTTTP ft 3 Pftft ft 3TpR[ PP) 3RfftP 
sr^ftpp fftPT RRT t! ftp pftft pft 3 TPRi 18 fftPTPP, 2002 ft 3TTPP ftft I PFft fftP PP 
arftftl 3T^fttPP ft PPPPTPT ^PTP fftRT RTPT t ftp PP"5PTTP 3TP 3Rfttfftp PpeP) RPPPT 
18 fftftpp, 2002 ft ^ftcl^ft PPTP ft eTPJ ftft I 

8. PRPTPP:, PPT PTPP PPTP PP PPpft ft ftp PTPP PnP ft ftfteT fftpR pjpft ^p P? HlRjcr^uj 
^PTT PTPTcPf % tftft fftp UPTft PTPPPT ft 18 fftftPP, 2002 ft ^ftcfft PPTP ft ST^fttPP ftpT t > 
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(i) 3 2JT ^5T 3, #ft cRTT ^ W4cT, ^loHTobFT 3Ttft ^ fft 

tr 235% ^ cj^HR ^TT^t 3 ^ vFTT# 7.50 WJ tfcl 

cfRTf I 

(ii) 40 WJ flfcl ^ & T^> v5in^ %^cf 'd^r>*i u i ^ ^ ^ ^ ''TTcT *R # 

3 ejuft cRnft, fcr ’ttott % 5Ptt 4 i ^chr <j>t 3 ^ f^n 

tftaT^Fmr^r*jjrtt eft^ ttM,^rtr cRmT 
^rti 

(iii) 3TR-^# % fefft 235% cjf) ^HT^t '3ff> <J)R vicMK *R ^ ePTT^ I 


(iv) ^ferat ft fttcRTcT m $1 235% 4ft ^TH ^TT# (ofT^T ft. 2) WT4 ft ?Rlf^ 
^cqTcrt 4ft Hft?4R 3F4 ftfaW % foffj ftttft?! I 


3T.<?t. «ffP l W 

[u fastPR III/1V/143/02/’3RT. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJORPORTS 


NOTIFICATION 


* 


Mumbai, the 4th March, 2003 


No. TAMP/82/2002-CHPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 
C38 of 1963) the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal from the Chennai Port Tmst (CHP ) a. out 
introduction of a new levy structure for handling agricultural produce as in the Order appended hereto. 




i 
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Tariff Authority for IVlajor Ports 

Case No. TAMP/82/2002 - CHPT 


The Chennai Port Trust 


Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 4th day of February 2003) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port Trust (CHPT) 
for introduction of a new levy structure for handling agricultural produce. 

1 2 The CHPT has given the following main reasons for introduction of new levy 

structure for handling agricultural produce: 

(i) . Agricultural products have not been handled at the Chennai Port for the last 

ten years. 

(ii) The proposed levy of Rs.7.50 PMT for bagged cargo and food grains as 
against the existing levy of 235% as per the merger agreement approved by 
the Government of India will attract more agricultural produce to this port. 

(iii) . If the new rate structure attracts more cargo, then work force rendered idle due 

to privatisation of container terminal and shifting of coal to Ennore Port can be 
effectively redeployed. 

1 3 The CHPT has proposed the following modifications in the existing levy 

structure: 

(i) . A new levy structure at Rs.7.50 PMT (as applicable for Ores and Minerals) is 

proposed for agricultural produce such as wheat, rice, maize, pulses, etc., 
including sugar in bags or jumbo bags or palletised. 

(ii) . The existing Line No.2 specifying a ievy of 235% for bagged cargo and food 

grains will be reworded as ‘Bagged Cargo other than Agricultural Produce . 

(iii) If agricultural produce are directly shipped or taken delivery without stacking in 
the shed it is proposed to levy Rs.4/- PMT i.e., 10% of the existing C & F levy 
of Rs 40/- PMT. The existing C& F levy of Rs.40/- PMT will, however, be 
collected when stacking is done in the shed and delivery is taken 
subsequently. 

(iv) . The present system of charging 230% ievy for ‘On-Board Supervisors’ for 

handling agricultural produce is proposed to be eliminated; and, only time rate 
wages, piece rate wages and night weightage allowance are proposed to be 
collected 

The CHPT has sought approval to these modifications pending a review of 

■o ievv for aii commodities. 

2 The CHPT has further furnished a detailed working of the additional revenue 
estimates to the port with the proposed modifications. The main points highlighted by the 
CHPT are given below: 

(i). With the proposed rate structure, two vessels per month carrying 40,000 to 
50,000 tonnes of agricultural cargo are expected to be handled. This will 
generate an additional revenue of Rs.56.05 lakhs per month (from the 
proposed on-board levy, C&F levy, wharfage and cranage charges) excluding 
the vessel-related charges. 
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(ii). 

The total labour requirement will bp around 7500 man-shifts per month to 
handle this 50,000 tonnes of cargo thereby offering more employment 
opportunities to both on-board and shore workers. 

(Hi). 

The handling cost (for labour supply) will work out to Rs.98.83 PMT with the 
proposed levy structure as against Rs.180.66 PMT applicable as per the 
existing system of levy. 

3/1 In accordance with the consultation procedure adopted, a copy of the CHPT 

proposal was forwarded to the concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for 
their comments. The comments received from them are summarised below: 

M/s. Chakit Shipping Services (P) Limited 

(0- 

The CHPT proposal is a step in the right direction which will make the port 
competitive in terms of price with the neighbouring ports viz., Kakinada and 
Tuticorin. 

(ii). 

The port must consider reduction of C&F levy charges for the shipments 
handled in the transit shed as well. 

Chennai Port Stevedores Association (CPSA) 

CO- 

The port has yet to submit its proposal for a review of the entire levy structure 
for the existing commodities handled. 

(ii). 

The agricultural commodities were being handled at the Chennai port till the 
early nineties; and, the port lost these cargoes mainly due to increase in 
pollution levels. The instant proposal fails to consider whether the proposed 
reduction in levy will curb or control the pollution level. 

(Hi). 

The reduced levy will not guarantee the port additional traffic of agricultural 
products. The port should negotiate with the interested organisations in arrivfng 
at a tonnage of agricultural product shipments that would be handled at the 
Chennai Port consistently every year, before reducing the levies. 

(iv). 

The cranage component currently being charged for direct shipments of the 
agricultural cargoes (in bags) may be waived. 

(V). 

A notional C&F levy of Rs.40/- PMT is charged for handling direct shipments of 
general cargo, bagged cargo, granite blocks and iron and steel cargoes, 
without supply of any additional shore labour. The port levies multiple levy 
structure on shipments of Ores and Minerals in bulk. 

(Vi). 

The instant proposal for introduction of a new levy structure for agricultural 
products must not be taken up independently but, holistically alongwith the 
review of the levy structure for all the other cargoes being handled at the port. 

M/s. 

Indian Suaar Exim Corporation Limited 

(i)- 

The recommendation of the CHPT to reduce the stevedoring levy is welcomed 
and may be agreed. 

. (H). 

A separate amount of Rs.38.60 PMT towards cranage is charged in addition to 
C&F levy, irrespective of the fact whether shore crane is used or not. 
Concession suggested for C&F levy may be extended to cranage charges also 
which will go a long way in bringing down the handling cost and increase the 

productivity. 



14 


. THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III — Sec. 4] 


(iii). The CHPT insists on availing the services of relievers in the categories of 
drivers / signallers / tally clerks (i.e., one reliever upto 3 hooks and 2 relievers 
for 3 and more hooks) without any benefit or additional productivity. Posting of 
relievers for the above categories may be dispensed with which will definitely 
bring down the cost of handling operation and increase the productivity per 
worker employed. 

M/s. B.L- Transport 

The proposal of the CHPT about introducing a new levy structure for agricultural 
produce is quite encouraging. 

Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCC) 

(i) . It has endorsed the proposal made by the CHPT for introduction of a new levy 

structure for handling of agriculture produce which in particular will also boost 
exports to earn foreign exchange. . 

(ii) . There should not be any port labour involvement if the cargo is handled by 

mechanical equipment or when the cargo is handled in any new godown 
/leased godown. 

(iii) . The MMTC and other exporters are interested to use the Chennai Port for 

exporting wheat in bulk. The Authority may consider to extend the 
concessional levy of Rs. 7.50 PMT as proposed by the CHPT for agricultural 
produce handled in bagged form even for grain handled in bulk to attract export 
of food grain through the Chennai Port. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC) < >_ 

(i) . The Port has submitted a selective proposal to reduce levies for handling of 

agricultural products based on requests from two users. 

(ii) . Granite is a cargo that has been exported from the Chennai Port for long and is 

being diverted to other ports in the last couple of years due to the high cost of 
handling prevailing at Chennai Port in comparison to the neighbouring ports. 
The port should not neglect the cargoes that are being handled for decades. 

(iii) . The port has not considered its earlier representation about unauthorised 

collection of C&F levy of Rs.40/- PMT. The Authority is requested to include its 
earlier representation about C&F levy charged on export of granite black in the 
agenda and clarify whether the levy is justified. 

(iv) . The port must submit a comprehensive proposal to the Authority for review of 

its existing levies for all the cargoes handled to eliminate certain grave 
anomalies in the existing structure. 

M/s. Sattva Logistic Private Limited 

It has reiterated the comments of the TCC. 

Chennai Custom House Agents’ Association (CCHAA) 

(i) . With shifting of coal traffic to the Ennore port, the pollution level is definitely 

going to be reduced; and. therefore/the proposed reduction in the levy will be 
helpful to the Trade as well as to the Chennai Port. 

(ii) . The port should discuss with the interested organisations and find out the 

tonnage that will be handled at the Chennai Port, and offer a special rate to 
increase the business. 





[MRin—■0T»5 4] U'fl'-IX : 


(iii) . It has reiterated the views of the Chennai Port Stevedores Association that the 

cranage charges on direct shipment of agricultural cargo in bags should be 
waived. Also, the notional C&F levy of Rs.40/- PMT should be totally 
eliminated as no service is rendered. 

(iv) . The proposal to reduce levy for agricultural produce is a step in the positive 

direction. It would have been more appropriate if the reduction in levy had 
been proposed for all commodities to improve the overall business at the 
Chennai Port, since the major volume of cargo, namely coal has been shifted 
to Ennore Port. 

3 2. The comments received from the users were forwarded to the CHPT as feed 

back information. 

4 / 1 . A joint hearing in this case was held on 4 December 2002 at the CHPT 

premises. At the joint hearing, the following submissions were made: 

The Chennai Port Trust 

(i). We could not handle food grains for the last 10 years due to the pollution 
caused by coal traffic. With the shifting of coal to Ennore, we are now in a 
position to handle agro-products. 


We admit, we do not provide any direct services 
shipment/delivery corresponding to the G&F charges levied. 


for direct 


(b). At the transit shed, however, we provide C&F labour to load/unload 
cargo to/from trucks. That is why, we levy a C&F charge of Rs 40/- 
PMT which includes wages for the C&F workers. 

(iii) . If we deploy equipment for receipt/delivery operation we levy hire charges of 

equipment separately. In such cases, no discount on the C&F levy is allowed. 

(iv) . We will examine further the possibility of allowing discount on C&F levy when 

equipment are used for loading/unloading at the transit shed. 

(v) . We are in the process of formulating a comprehensive pToposal for review of 

the levy structure. We will place the proposal before our Board which is 
scheduled to meet on 27 Dec 02. We request the TAMP to allow us time up to 
13.1.03 to submit this proposal for its approval. 

Tamil Chamber of Commerce (TCP) 


(i) . We welcome the proposal. 

(ii) . The CHPT should ensure pollution free environment for handling agro¬ 

products. This basic requirement cannot be substituted by a tariff reduction. 

(iii) . The proposal is only for bagged cargo. The CHPT has lot of potential to attract 

bulk agro commodities also. The CHPT should consider extending concession 
in tariffs to bulk commodities also. 

Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industr y (MCCI) 

(i) . The proposal of the CHPT is acceptable. But, the larger issue involved is about 

a comprehensive review of the existing levy structure in its totality. 

(ii) . A fee levied should have nexus with the services provided by the Port. 
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The Chennai Custom House Agents Association fCCHAA) 

(i) . We welcome the proposal. 

(ii) . The anomalies in the existing levy structure should also be removed 

simultaneously. 

(iii) . The C&F levy of Rs 4 PMT on direct shipment/delivery is not at all justified. 

(iv) . The TAMP may go into the cost details. There are instances of double 

charging by the Port in the past. 

Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC) 

(i) . The main objective of the merger of DLB with the port trust is rationalisation of 

operation and cost reduction. Why should the CHPT continue with the old 
system of levy even after merger? 

(ii) . Levy of 235% has not been revised downward even after the pay revision 

which escalated wages by about 35%. 

(iii) . The existing rate structure is not notified by the TAMP. It is therefore, illegal. 

(iv) . Some of the charges levied at present by the CHPT are not in the merger 

settlement. Another illegality. 

(v) . The TAMP may entertain only a comprehensive proposal for review of the levy 

structure. Till such a review is undertaken, no piecemeal proposal for selected 
items should be entertained. 

Chennai Port Stevedores Association fCPSA) 

(i) . While we welcome the step taken by the CHPT, we urge the port to do away 

with levy of charges for notional services. 

(ii) . At the time of general revision of tariffs, the CHPT agreed to submit a proposal 

for comprehensive review of levy structure. Nothing has happened so far. 

Chennai Steamer Agents Association (CSAA) 

(i) . We welcome the proposal. The port must, however, ensure that the level of 

pollution is within the permissible limits. There does not appear to be any 
concrete action taken by the port in this direction. 

(ii) . We request a review of the entire levy structure to eliminate double charges 

and redundancies. 

M/s. Indian Sugar Exim Corporation LimitedflSECL) 

(t). The proposal is welcome. It will attract new cargo to the port. 

(ii). Even with the reduction in levy, CHPT will be costlier. The labour cost at the 

CHPT is prohibitive. The C&F levy for notional services is definitely a deterrent. 

M/s. B-L. Transport & Company 

(i) . We welcome the proposal. 

(ii) . Concession in tariffs should be given to the agro commodities irrespective of 

whether they are bagged or in bulk. This will attract new traffic. 
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(hi). 


The port must ensure a pollution free environment for handling food grains. 


5.1. 

points: 


M/s. Seaport Logistics Private Limited 

(i) The CHPT can attract bulk wheat traffic. This traffic, however, requires large 
work force. The port should allow private labours to function in port area. We 
can even pay a charge to the port for allowing private labours. 

(ii) . The CHPT must earmark a specified area, free from pollution, for handling 

agro products. 

(iii) . The Chennai Port is costlier mainly because of different labour levies. 

Redundant category of workers should be identified and eliminated. This will 
lessen the burden of levy. 

4 2 At the joint hearing, it was decided that the CHPT would give a written 

submission assuring to provide a pollution free environment for handling agriculture Produce 
the basis of arriving at the proposed rate and the details of the services provided in relation to 
the C&F levy on direct delivery / shipment. The CHPT was also advised to submit a 
comprehensive proposal for review of the existing rates for supply of Cargo Handling Workers 
by 13 January 2003. 

The CHPT has furnished a written submission stating the following main 

(i) Action has been taken to reduce the pollution level and the exporters after 
verifying the site conditions have shown their interest to export food grains 
through its port. It is committed to provide the best possible pollution free 
environment to the exporters for food grains; but, cannot stand as a guarantor 
to ensure that there will not be any pollution or for non-accesptarrce of the cargo 
by the. receiver due to pollution. 

(jj\ The instant proposal has been made based on cost comparison with other 
ports handling similar cargo and as a measure to increase t he emp toymen^ 
potential for its shore workers. Taking into consideration the handling cost of 
agricultural produce at Visakhapatnam port and the Tuticarin Fort, the rate of 
Rs 7.50 PMT which is the lowest rate of levy available art present has been 

proposed. 

/jjjy Even though the cargo is taken directly to the hodk point for shipment, as a 
contingency measure to take care of the breakdown of the vehcies, ship gear 
etc port workers (C&F workers) are deployed in the shed to meet such 
eventualities. In view of this, C&F levy of Rs 4/- PMT for the direct shipment of 
food grains is proposed. 

(iv) Since the Authority is of the opinion that there shall not beany tariff wh^> no 
service is extended to the user, the C&F levy of Rs 4/-PMT may be added to 
the proposed levy of Rs 7.50 PMT and making it as Rs 11.50 PMT <n lieu of 
Rs 235% overhead charged on wages for indirect expenditure of cargo 

handling workers. 

s 2 In addition to the above points, the CHPT has offered the following comments 

in response to the arguments advanced by various port users at the joint heanng. 


<n The reouest of M/s. B L Transport to extend the proposed levy to agricultural 
' produce handled in bulk will be considered while formulating a comprehensive 

proposal. 

nil The reouest ot M/s Seaport Logistics to allow private labour in the areas, 
where port workers are deployed will lead to labour unrest and law and order 
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problem. The port is planning tb introduce private labour in miscellaneous 
work such as bleeding, cutting, sorting, etc., in a phased manner when the 
strength of cargo handling workers comes down. At present the transit sheds 
are adequate to meet the requirement of the export cargo. In case of 
necessity, it may consider to declare the warehouse as transit shed to increase 
its export. 

(iii). It is the first port to have introduced need based wanning scale; abolished the 
notional booking and other unfair labour practices such as dummy booking, 
double booking etc. The manning scale has also been reduced at the time of 
merger and the datum has been increased taking into consideration the * ■ • 

method of handling, mechanization, etc. 

5.3. The CHPT has further requested this Authority to approve the proposed rate as * 

an interim measure to carry out the operation of handling agricultural produce with effect from 
16 December 2002. 

6.1. It may be relevant here to mention that the CHPT in the proceedings relating to 

the last general revision of tariffs had assured that a separate levy structure for all commodities 
would be proposed on the basis of income and expenditure of the cargo handling division; and, 
pending formulation of a separate proposal for on-board services rendered by the CHD, the 
CHPT requested that the existing levy might be allowed to continue. 

6 2. This Authority in its Order passed on 5 October 2002 in the general revision 

case of the CHPT turned down the request of the CHPT as it was not possible to consider the 
proposition without full details relating to cargo handling division of the CHPT. The CHPT was 
directed to submit a proposal for a comprehensive review of the existing rate structure within 
three months from the date of the Order. The CHPT has recently (13 January 2003) submitted 
a proposal in this regard which is being processed as a separate tariff case following the usual 
consultation procedure adopted 

7. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

this case, the following position emerges: ' 

(i) The proposal of the CHPT is for reducing cargo handling labour related 
charges levied on agricultural products so that it can attract this new traffic. 

The efforts of the CHPT to attract new traffic is understandable in view of shift 
of thermal coal traffic to Ennore port. The port has also pointed out that the 
proposed levy rate of Rs 7.50 PMT is the lowest rate available in its present 
levy structure and the rate is proposed after comparing with the costs of 
handling at neighboring ports. Since the proposal aims at reducing the 
handling cost from users point of view, this Authority, prima facie, does not 
have any reservation in according its approval. 

(ii) . The HCC and CPSA have pleaded not to consider this proposal till a 

comprehensive review of the entire rate structure is carried out. The CPSA 

has even pointed out that reduction in levy may not necessarily guarantee any 

additional traffic of agro-products. This point does not appear to be very 

relevant since agro products, even if they come in small quantities, will still help * 

the port to generate additional revenue and improve deployment of cargo 

handling workers. In any case, there may not be any revenue loss to the Port 

due to the proposed reduction in tariff since agro-products traffic is not existing 

at the CHPT now. 

The issue relating to comprehensive review of the levy structure has come into 
foreground in the proceedings relating to the last general revision of tariffs at 
the CHPT. Complying with the time limit set by this Authority, the CHPT has 
recently (13 Jan 03) submitted a proposal for comprehensive revision of the 
levy structure. Since this proposal is being processed separately following the 
usual consultation procedure adopted, it will take some more time for it to 
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mature for final consideration. If the instant proposal is to be deferred till then, 
it may only put the CHPT in a disadvantageous position with respect to its 
efforts to attract agro-products traffic. In any case, the rates now to be 
approved for agro-products can also be reviewed, if necessary, along with the 
levy structure for other commodities as a part of the comprehensive review. 

(iii) . With reference to the demand from users for providing pollution-free 

environment, the port has indicated that the concerned exporters have 
inspected the site condition before showing their interest to use the port. 
Further, the port has also assured that it is committed to provide best possible 
pollution free environment. The TCC has also pointed out that the CHPT is 
modifying transit sheds and goods terminals to suit handling of food grains 
without pollution. It is a step in the right direction by the CHPT. It is expected 
that the CHPT will provide an environment which will suit handling of agro- 
products at its docks. 

(iv) The proposed reduction of levy from 235% to Rs 7.50 PMT and doing away 
with the collection of 230% overheads on on-board supervisors are shown to 
reduce the cargo handling worker cost on agro-products from the existing level 
of Rs 180.66 PMT to Rs 98.83 PMT. This Authority is, therefore, inclined to 
approve these proposals of the CHPT. 

(v) . Another component of the proposal is about C&F levy. This levy is vehemently 

objected by most of thte users. The HCC has also aFgued for examining the 
appropriateness of this levy being currently charged on Granite, etc. Since this 
proceeding is limited to fixing levy structure for agro-products, the issues 
relating to other commodities can be conveniently analysed when the CHPT 
proposal for a comprehensive review of the entire rate structure is taken up for 
consideration. As far as operations at the transit shed is concerned, the CHPT 
has clarified that it provides C&F labours for which C&F levy of Rs 40/- PMT is 
collected. The port has not furnished any further justification from the cost 
point of view to show that the rate is reasonable. Nevertheless, it is to be 
recognised that this is an existing charge and any alteration in that should be 
considered with reference to the total cost position for the entire activity and all 
relevant commodity traffic. That being so, the existing practice of levying C&F 
levy of Rs 40/- PMT is allowed to continue in the cas« of agro-products 
handled at the transit sheds of the CHPT. By way of abundant caution, it is to 
be mentioned that allowing the existing rate of C&F levy in the case of agro- 
products should not be seen as an incidental approval accorded by this 
Authority to such levy. The relevance and reasonableness of C&F levy will be 
examined as a part of the proceeding relating to comprehensive review of the 
levy structure. 

The CHPT has proposed to levy Rs 4/- PMT as C&F levy on agro-products 
directly shipped or delivered. As admitted by the CHPT, there is no direct 
services provided to justify this levy. Provision of contingency labour to take 
care of vehicle or equipment break down and that too at sheds, appears to be 
too feeble a ground to merit collection of Rs 4/- PMT on the entire quantity of 
cargo shipped or delivered directly. That being so, this Authority rejects the 
proposal of the CHPT in this regard. It may be true that a similar position may 
be obtaining in respect of other commodities which will, again, be examined as 
a part of the comprehensive review. 

(vi) . The users have demanded a similar concessional rate for food grains handled 

in bulk. As assured, the CHPT has introduced a separate classification for 
food grain handled in bulk and proposed a lower rate of handling charges for it 
in the proposal for ’comprehensive review’. Since the rate proposed is an all 
inclusive per tonne rate, it cannot be immediately adopted without going into 
the details as a part of the proceedings being initiated in the relevant case. 
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(vii). Some of the users have requested for allowing private labour for operation. 
This as an issue concerns the Port management. This Authority may not like 
to go into such operational matters. Likewise, the Indian Sugar Exim 
Corporation has raised a point about manning scale for relievers. It is 
understood that the issue of manning scale is seized in adjudication at national 
level. That being so, this Authority would not like to go into that issue at this 
juncture even though manning scale adopted does have definite tariff 
implication in view of the associated labour costs. 

(viii). As has already been mentioned, the objective behind this proposal of the 
CHPT is to attract the traffic of agro-products. To achieve this objective, the 
CHPT requested for a fast-track clearance of its proposal. Considering the 
urgency projected by the CHPT, an interim approval to the proposal of the 
CHPT, except levy of C&F charges of Rs 4/ r PMT on direct consignment, was 
accorded for a period of 3 months with effect from 18 December 2002. The 
interim approval accorded earlier is hereby ratified and accordingly the tariff 
arrangement approved now is giVen retrospective effect from 18 December 
2002. 

0 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the following levy structure for handling agricultural 
produce with retrospective effect from 18 December 2002: 

(i) . Revision of the existing stevedoring levy of 235% on agricultural produce such 

as wheat, rice, maize, pulses, etc., including sugar in bags or jumbo bags or 
palletized to Rs 7.50 per M.T. 

(ii) . C&F levy of Rs 40/- per M.T. is chargeable only on these cargo routed through 

the transit shed depending on the quantity stacked in the shed. No C&F 
charge shall be levied on the said agricultural produce when they are directly 
shipped or taken delivery without stacking in the shed. 

(iii) . The existing levy of 230% for on-board supervisors shall not be levied in the 

case of the said agricultural produce. 

(iv) . The existing levy of 235% applicable on bagged cargo (Line No 2) shall 

henceforth be limited to barged cargo other than the agricultural produce 
covered by this approval. 


A.L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[No. ADVT. IJI/IV/143/02/Exty.] 
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